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Sir: 

In response to the Restriction Requirement mailed August 8, 2002, please enter 
the following response. 



REMARKS 

The Restriction Requirement mailed August 8, 2002, divided the claims into the 
following four groups: 



Group I, claims 1-20, drawn to a molecular dipolar rotor; 

Group II, claims 21 and 23, drawn to a molecular dipolar rotor having two H atoms; 
Group III, claim 22, drawn to a molecular diplar rotor having two NC and two OMe 
group linked to a carbon structure; and 

Group IV, claims 24 and 25, drawn to a molecular diplar rotor having 5 -Hg-S-Z f groups, 
where Z' is -(CH 2 ) n -Si(OR) 3 , n is an integer from 0 to 15, and R is an alkyl group. 

In response to the Restriction Requirement mailed August 8, 2002, Applicants 
elect Group I, claims 1-20, with traverse. 

The Restriction Requirement stated that Groups I and II, III or IV are related as 
subcombinations disclosed as usable together in a single combination. The Restriction 
Requirement stated that subcombinations are distinct from each other is they are shown 




to be separately usable, and in this case, Group I "has separate utility such as constituting 
a molecular dipolar rotor with a different chemical composition." In response, it is noted 
that claim 1 is generic for the claims in Groups II, III and IV, and the claims in Groups II, 
III and IV represent species of that genus. In this case, a search for Group I will 
encompass Groups II, III and IV, and therefore, examination of all claims together should 
not represent a serious burden on the Examiner. 

The Restriction Requirement stated that Groups II, III and IV are related as 
combination and subcombination and "the combination as claimed does not require the 
particulars of the subcombination as claimed because each molecular dipolar rotor has a 
special and patentably distinct chemical composition. This subcombination has separate 
utility such as creating a molecular dipolar rotor with different operation characteristics." 
In response, it is not clear which Group is meant to be the combination for which the 
other Groups are subcombinations. Further guidance on this issue is respectfully 
requested. As discussed above, Groups II, III and IV represent different species of the 
genetically claimed molecular dipolar rotor claimed in claim 1 . 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the above, reconsideration and withdrawal of the restriction 
requirement is respectfully requested. 

It is believed that the present submission does not require the payment of any 
fees. If this is incorrect, however, please charge any fee due to Deposit Account No. 07- 



1969. 



Respectfully submitted. 
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